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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . Claims 1 -1 2 are pending in the Application. 
Claims 1-12 are rejected. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendments and arguments filed on 27 June 2006 in response to the 
Office action mailed on 5 April 2006 have been fully considered, but they are not 
persuasive: Therefore, the rejections made in the previous office action are maintained, 
and restated below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

. *(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United -States'. 

3. Claims i -10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Suzuki et al 
(US 5,592,609). 

With regard to claim 1 , Suzuki et al discloses a method for write-disabling a 
storage device, said storage device having a storage medium and a firmware [(Bios) 
column 9, line 39], said storage device connected to a processing device writing and 
reading data from said storage medium [(CPU - i.e. processing device) column 9, line 32 - 
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Also note the medium itself is the storage area of the disk drive (Fig. 1a (28)], said 
method comprising steps of: 

(a) storing a first parameter in said storage medium, [(attribute information 
written into attribute memory) column 33, lines 56-57]; 

(b) receiving said first parameter from said storage medium by said 
firmware when said firmware receives a write command from said processing 
device; [(file attribute used for file access) column 27, lines 63-64]. Also note Suzuki 
teaches the CPU sending a command to the BIOS in order to read information 
from the ROM, and transfer (i.e. write) it to another location (i.e. floppy drive or 
RAM). In other words the processor generates the command in order to indicate 
to the BIOS that instructions must be written (i.e. write command) - col. 9, lines 
31-67; arid 

: . .. '(c) refusing to execute said write command by said firmware when said 
first parameter equals a predetermined disable parameter, [(writing is disabled) 
column 27, lines 66]. 

With regard to claim 2, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
storage medium further comprises a first memory and a second memory, [(floppy disk and 
flash memory) column. 9, lines 60-67]. 

and said first parameter is stored in said first memory, [(attribute information written into 
attribute memory) column 33, lines 56-57]. 
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With regard to claim 3, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 2, wherein said 
first rnempry is a flash memory [(flash memory) column 9, lines 60-67], and said second 
memory is an SRAM. [(SRAM) column 23, lines 30-36]. 

With regard to claim 4, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 2, wherein said 
first parameter is included in a message encoded in accordance with Advanced 
Technology Attachment Programming Interface (ATAPI). [(floppy disk drive) column 3, line 
14; (hard-disk drive) column 6, line 60] It is inherent that if internal computer storage is 
utilized, then ATAPl.is the standard interface used for communication of these devices. 

With regard to claim 5, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 4, wherein said 
first parameter is stored in said first memory via said second memory, [(attribute 
information loaded from BIOS into memory) column 32, lines 31-51; Fig. 34 elements 228 & 
200] 

With regard to claim 6, the method of claim 4, wherein said firmware comprises 
an updating program, said step (a) comprises steps for storing a first parameter in said 
f first memory and said steps comprise: 

> . / (d) receiving said message by said firmware; [(CPU receives output) column 
23; line 16];.. 

; : (e) copying said updating program to said second memory; [(copy access 

7 *.. 

command) column 28, lines 1-7]; 

(f) executing said updating program in said second memory for storing 
said first parameter in said first memory; and [(load access command) column 28, 
lines 1-7]; and 
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(g) resetting in said first memory, [(reset signal)column 22, line 65] 
Claim 7 rejected with same rationale as claim 4. 

With regard to claim 8, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 7, wherein said 
predetermined disable parameter is defined by a code for disabling a write function, 
(attribute utilized with) iD code) column 27, lines 58-59]. 

With regard to claim 9, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 9, wherein said 
processing device is a personal computer, [(personal computer) column 3, lines 12-14]. 

With regard to claim 1 0, Suzuki et al discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein 
said storage device is a disc read/write device, [(hard-disk drive) column 6, line 60]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

:i •*• ■ * 
''.*:»« . - . ' » 
; : ?: • ; ■*. '■ 

TheJ0lowing is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejebtions set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A" patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
. set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter. pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made.: 

: r 

4. Claims i'1-i i rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki 
et al (US 5, 592*609) as applied to claim 10 above, and in view of Kobayashi et al (US 
2004/004236$. ^ 

As pep^lairns l 1 and 12, Suzuki et al does not disclose expressly the method of 
claim 10, yvherein said disc read/write device is a CD-RW or DVD-RW. However, 
KobayashYe,t : al discloses utilizing both CD-RWs and DVD-RWs. (page 7, section 0051) 
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Suzuki et al and Kobayashi et al are analogous art because they are from same 
field of endeavor, namely write-disabling storage devices. At the time of the invention it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the CD- 
RWs and DVD-RWs of Kobayashi et al into the system of Suzuki et al. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to effectively protect various kinds of data (Suzuki et al; 
page 2, section Q006). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim s 1-12 have been considered but are 
not persuasive; 

As Tor olaim 1 , Applicant outlines four specific arguments with respect to claim 1 
as contrasted with Suzuki's teachings. Those arguments are not found to be 
persuasive for the following reasons: 

As for Applicant's first argument with respect to claim 1 , is the current Examiner's 
belief that Applicant misinterpreted the previous Examiner's mapping of a few critical 
elements recited in claim 1 with elements as disclosed by Suzuki. For example, 
Applicant asserts that the previous Examiner.argued the CPU as being the storage 
medium as perfection four of the previous office action ("said storage device connected 
to a processing "device writing and reading data from said storage medium [(CPU) 
column 9, line 32],"), however it is clear to the present Examiner that the CPU 
referenced in column 9, line 32 was cited to refer to the processing device, which is 
connected to- the storage medium as per recited in this claim. Furthermore, it is the 
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current Exaftiiner'sinderstanding that the storage medium itself is the disk used to 
store data (element 28, Fig. 1a). Applicant contends that Suzuki fails to teach a storage 
medium having a storage medium and a firmware because each of these elements are 
located on the outside of the console. This argument is not persuasive as the current 
Examiner maintains that though the firmware (BIOS - Fig. 2a, element 234) and the 
medium (the physical storage area of the hard disk - element 28 of Fig. 1) are 
separately located, they are constituent parts of the larger storage device (the system of 
Fig. 1a, which seizes, inter alia, as a means to store data). 

In the second argument with respect to claim 1, Applicant contends that Suzuki 
fails to teacj) "a method for write-disabling a storage device". Examiner maintains that 
such a statsm&nt is merely a method for (emphasis added) write-disabling a storage 
device, and jhence appropriate patentable weight has been given to the given to the 
preamble of this claim in the rejection set forth supra. According to MPEP § 21 1 1 .02, "If 
the body pf a claim fully and intrinsically sets forth all of the limitations of the claimed 
invention, and the preamble merely states, for example, the purpose or intended use of 
the invention, rather than any distinct definition of any of the claimed invention's 
limitations/ then the preamble is not considered a limitation and is of no significance to 
claim construction". 

It is the Examiner's contention that Applicant's recitation of a method for write 
disabling does not in fact "breathe life and meaning into the claim" as it merely states 
the purpose pf said method. More specifically, the three steps positively recited in this 
claim arevOpt necessarily unique to a method for write-disabling a storage device. 
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Therefore, Applicant's second argument is not persuasive as the claim is not rendered 
patentable distinct over Suzuki merely in view that Suzuki's intended use allegedly 
differs from the use of the present invention. 

As for the third argument, Applicant contends that Suzuki fails to teach the 
processing device writing and reading data from said storage medium. As stated 
above, it is! of the present Examiner's belief that Applicant misinterpreted the previous 
Examiner's;rejection with respect to the processing device (the processing device is in 
fact the CPU). Applicant's argument that Suzuki fails to teach the processing device as 
writing aftd reading data from the medium is found to be not persuasive as all storage 
mediums (including : the one taught by Suzuki) must inherently be read from, and written 
to by some sort of processing unit or device. 

As for Applicant's forth argument, Applicant contends that Suzuki fails to teach 
the firmware as receiving a write command from said processing device". Applicant 
further asserts that Suzuki fails to teach the BIOS as receiving a write command. 
Suzuki however teaches the CPU sending a command to the BIOS in order to read 
information frdrri the ROM, and transfer (i.e. write) it to another location (i.e. floppy drive 
or RAM). In other words the processor generates the command in order to indicate to 
the BIOS that instructions must be written (i.e. write command) - col. 9, lines 31-67. 

Applicant's argument that Kobayashi fails to cure the alleged deficiencies of 
claim 1 is rendered moot as Examiner maintains that claim 1 remains rejected under 35 
USC § 102(b) per the rejection and arguments presented supra. 



Application/Control Number: 10/803,836 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2188 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

7. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from thd mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension, fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be: directed to Craig E. Walter whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8154. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30a - 5:00p M-F. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisqf, Manb j?acJmanabhan can be reached on (571) 272-4210. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have Questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-27>1Q0O. 




Craig E Walter 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2188 
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